Message

From: Blankinship, Amy [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D180951A173741FASA76A3A3A3EB6794-BLANKINSHIP, AMY]
Sent: 9/17/2020 4:41:55 PM

To: Antoline, Joshua [antoline.joshua@epa.gov]

CC: Lin, James [lin.james@epa.gov]; Wente, Stephen [Wente.Stephen@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers
Thanks.

From: Antoline, Joshua <antoline.joshua@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 12:10 PM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship.Amy@epa.gov>

Cc: Lin, James <lin.james@epa.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Wente.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

But ves, | also concur with the suggestion of scheduling a meeting with BEAD to discuss everything.

From: Antoline, Joshua <anigling ioshua@epa.goy>

Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 12:09 PM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blarkinshin. Amyi@ena.gov>

Cc: Lin, James <lin.jamesi@epa.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Vente Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Was talking to Katrina a bit about projected PCT values and it might be the case that the way that BEAD
typically estimates PCT values for new uses only works on a national scale, in which case we may have to
assume a PCT of 100% for FL and TX citrus, but I'll leave that to BEAD to answer definitively.

| listed those states for application timing data because they were the states adjacent Florida and Texas that
may have overlapping watersheds. If there were substantial timing or rate differences then that'd be
something to consider. Upon further thoughtit's probably not necessary, as the application timings are
seasonal and weather does not respect state lines.

From: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship Amy@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 11:49 AM

To: Antoline, Joshua <anioline. loshua@epa.gov>

Cc: Lin, James <lin.jamesi@ena.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Wente Stephen@ispa,. gov>

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Thanks Josh for this. Thisis helpful. BEAD has projected PCT for the citrus use, | just don’t think it is by state. | think |
will ask BEAD if we can set up a meeting with them and use this as a guide for our discussion. Based on the label there
are 2 uses that have no state restrictions — cotton and peanuts. | see from your document you have listed out the states
for those two uses, so my assumption is that you listed the states that grow those two crops based on some information
(NASS?), but let me know if my assumption is wrong.

From: Antoline, Joshua <antolins loshua@sana, gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2020 4:15 PM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinshin. Amy@epa.gov>

Cc: Lin, James <linjames@epa.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Wents Stephen®@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers
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Hi folks,

| checked with Mark about the contents of the extended SUUM and it looks like the standard extended SUUM
contains the data for all 50 states, so it may be ok to not specify which states we need the usage data for,
which is good because | was thinking about the large midwestern CWS watersheds and how there may be
watersheds that span more than 2 states, which could lead to some problems if we only have the adjacent
state PCT. | asked Sumathy to see if they can get a list of the watersheds and the states they overlap just to be
sure. Now if we need to pare down the number of states they analyze for time constraint reasons we can
figure out exactly what we need then.

| wrote up a list of data requests, including the extended SUUM in the same format they provided to ERB3,
estimates for PCT on citrus in texas and florida, application rates and timing existing uses in FL, TX, and the
neighboring states, and expected application timing for use on citrus based on the target pests and application
instructions from the label you provided me (attached). Feel free to make it sound, ya know, good.

Seems like a start. Tell me what you think.

Josh

From: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship. Amy©epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2020 9:12 AM

To: Antoline, Joshua <gnioline. loshua@epa.gov>

Cc: Lin, James <lin.jamesi@epa.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Wente Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Hi Josh,
RD confirmed the uses and state restrictions for aldicarb. See table below.

Amy

From: Adeeb, Shanta <fgdeeb Shanta@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2020 9:00 AM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship. Amy@spa.gov>; Rate, Debra <Rate. Debra@spa.gov>

Cc: Wente, Stephen <Wente Steshen@epa.gov>; Lin, James <lirvjames@epa, gov>

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Good Morning,

| do not see the 14 day minimum application interval for peanuts on either of the EUP labels (Reg. Nos. 87895-2 and
87895-4). Aside from that everything matches

Shanta

From: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship Amy@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2020 7:08 AM

To: Rate, Debra <Bate Debraflena zov>

Cc: Adeeb, Shanta <Adseh.Shanta@epa.gov>; Wente, Stephen <Wente.Stephenfiepa gov>; Lin, James
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<iniamesi@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Hi Debra,

We have started to work on the PCA/PCT portion of the drinking water. To do this work we need to engage BEAD on
getting some additional information on PCT and other use parameters not only for the new use but for other registered
uses as well. Below is the use table we used in the drinking water so far, and is based on previous assessments used for
registration review. However, before we engage BEAD with our asks, | wanted to double check to make sure this
information is correct. It seems like there are only 2 active labels — the one being modified and another from Aglogic
that appears to be basically the same. Inlooking over the 2 labels, the information below appears to be correct.

| suspect that HED had to have current information for their dietary assessment, but | don’t think I've seen what they
have used to support this new use. It’s also quite possible that | am missing some information that may have been sent
around previously for this action.

Any thoughts or information you may have (again sorry if | missed something) would be appreciated.

Thanks,
Amy
Min.
Max. Single App. Rate Max. Annual AI
se ' oy pp. Rate (Ibs ) pp. Metho abeled Use States
u (Ibsga | /'Z‘; App. Rate (Ib mt:&al App. Method Labeled Use Stat
o a.i./A)
(d)
1.05 (At Planting) 18 at-plant: in furrow and T- U.S
Cotton 0.75 (Side Dress) 3 1'5* 21 band *[CA.o.nI ]
2.1 (Side Dress)* | post-emergent: in furrow y
CO, ID, M|, OR, WA
Dry Beans 2.1 2.1 0 at-plant: in furrow P
only
at-plant: in furrow,
. u.s.
. incorporated band or T- . .
Peanuts 1.05 (At Planting) 5 55 14 band [Split application
1.5 {Post-Emergence) ) ost-emergent: banded onlyin AL, FL, GA,
P gent: NC, OK, TX, VA]
over foliage
at-plant: in furrow or T-
Soybeans 1.05 1.05 0 GA, NC, SC, VA only
band
4.95 (At Planting) at-plant: in furrow,
' incorporated band or T-
3.0 (Post-Emergence) 4.95 band [CO, ID, MT, NE,
Sugar Beets 4.05 (Post-Emergence) ' 14 . OR, WA, WY only]
. 4.2% post-emergent: in furrow,
2.1 (At Planting)* ) ) *[CA only]
2.1 (Side Dress)* incorporated side band or
' side dress
-plant t-plant: band
Sweet Potatoes 3.0 3.0 0 pre-ptant or at-p an an LA, MS only
covered by hilling

From: Rate, Debra <Rate DebraBena.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2020 6:56 AM
To: Donovan, William <gonovan.willianmi®epa.gov>; Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship AmyviBepa.gov>
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Cc: Metzger, Michael <Metzger.MichaeliBPepa.gov>; Johnson, Marion <lohrson Marion®epa.gov>; Adeeb, Shanta
<fdesh.Shanta@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Thank you, Willl

From: Donovan, William <donovan wiliam®epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 14, 2020 7:44 PM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship.Amy@sepa.gov>; Rate, Debra <Rate.Debra@lspa gov>

Cc: Metzger, Michael <Metzger. Michael@epa.gov>; Johnson, Marion <ighnson.Marion@epa.gsov>; Adeeb, Shanta
<Adeesh Shanta@epa gov>

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Hi Debra,

Yes, | could run the dietary assessment assuming no domestic grapefruit use and will run the water values once they are
available. On leave tomorrow but can start setting things up later this week. Thanks,

will

From: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship. Amy@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 14, 2020 5:56 PM

To: Rate, Debra <Rate Debra@epa.gov>; Donovan, William <donovan willlam@epa.gov>

Cc: Metzger, Michael <Metzger.MichaeliBPepa.gov>; Johnson, Marion <lohrson Marion®epa.gov>; Adeeb, Shanta
<fdesh.Shanta@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Hi,

Thanks for confirming the label parameters. EFED does have numbers that we can provide HED.
Currently, our EDWCs are based on the shallowest depth of 2 inches. We would need to run new numbers with a 1.5
in. I don’t know how much difference there will be, but we can scope that out before we send any numbers to HED.

Thanks,
Amy

From: Rate, Debra <Rate.Debra@epagov>

Sent: Monday, September 14, 2020 5:00 PM

To: Blankinship, Amy <Blankinship. Amvy@epa.gov>; Donovan, William <donovan.wiliam ®@epa.gov>

Cc: Metzger, Michael <Metzger. Michasl@epa.gov>; Johnson, Marion <johnsonMarion®@epa.gzovw>; Adeeb, Shanta
<Adeeh.Shanta@epa.gov>

Subject: Aldicarb - Request - Modeling worst case with current water distribution numbers

Hi Amy, Will,
Sorry it has taken a bit of time for me to get back to you following the last team meeting.

Marion has met with Marietta and she does want to know what the current dietary risk picture is with water numbers —
so there will be a before and after picture of the risk once EFED has applied the new modeling/refinements.
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Amy, does EFED have current water distribution numbers (surface water) that can be provided to Will (HED) to use in
the DEEM run? Do you need to do any additional work to get these numbers? Will, would you be able to run the DEEM
when you get the new numbers?

Amy: Additionally, the registrant has confirmed that the incorporation depth and well setback numbers provided on the
proposed labeling are correct (i.e., 2-3 inches incorporation). Even though the registrant says 2-3 inches incorporation,
based on the conversation with the registrant and BEADs research, | think we are hoping that you might be abletorun a
range of depths that would also include 1.5 inches {max. depth stated on call with registrant in January '20).

Will: When we were discussing the status of our reviews with the registrant, we planted the seed that they may want to
begin thinking about other crops/uses that may need to be cancelled to allow for the citrus uses. They said that it would
be unlikely that the registrant would cancel any existing uses, but that maybe they would consider letting go of
grapefruit. Would it also be possible to do a DEEM run for food alone without the grapefruit use to let us see how much
room in the risk cup might be gained?

We really appreciate your help in running these extra modeling runs/scenarios. Please let me know if you have any
questions.

Many thanks!

Debra

Debra Rate, Ph.D.

Senior Regulatory Specialist
Invertebrate & Vertebrate Branch 2
Registration Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Phone: 703-306-0309
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